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REMARKS 

After entry of this Amendment, claims 1-6, 8-18, and 20-22 are 
pending in the application. This Amendment simplifies the issues on appeal by 
removing the rejection to claims 1, 4, 9, and 14 mider 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first 
paragraph. Recot^deralion of the application as amended is requested. 

In the Office Action dated May 23, 2005, the Examiner objected to the 
disclosure of the specification, specifically paragraph [0033] line 3, where "10c" 
should be -lOb-, and line 10, v^iiere "1 8a" should be -18o-. The paragraph [0033] 
has been corrected as suggested by the Examiner. Entry of the amendments to 
paragraph [0033] is requested. 

The Examiner objected to the amendment to the specification under 35 
U.S.C. 132, as introducing new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The 
Examiner specifically objected to the inclusion of the term 'Monolithic" previously 
added to the claims and to the specification paragraphs [0026] and [0027]. The term 
'Monolithic'' has beem removed from paragraphs [0026] and [0027] of the 
specification in this amendmenL Entry of tiie amendments to paragraphs [0026] and 
[0027] is requested. 

Claims 1, 4, 9, and 14 stand reject under 33 U.S.C. §1 12, first 
paragraph, as containing subject matter -which was not described in the specification 
in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the art that tiixe inventors, at 
the time that the application was filed, had possession of the claimed inventioiL In 
particular, the Examiner objects to tihe term **monoli1hic" with respect to the tube 
member 24 and the t^m **monolithic'^ with respect to ^ insert 16. It is submitted 
that claims 1. 4, 9, and 14 have been amended to remove the term **monolithic" in 
favor of &e term -single piece—. The single piece configuration of the tube member 
24 can best be seen in Figure 9, while the single piece configuration of die insert 16 
can best be seen in Figure 8. Since the sing;le piece configuration of the tube member 
24 and insert 16 were shown in tibe original drawings as filed with Ae application, 
and since paragraphs [0026] and [0027] (as previously amended) incorporate this 
terminology (without objection by the ^aminer) into the specification, it is 


PAGE 11/24 ' RCVD AT SQ3i2005 4:31:11 PM [Eastern Da^^^ 


AUG. 23. 2005 3:56PM YOUNG & BASILE 


NO, 601 P. 12 


Apphcation S-N. 10/023^33 Page 10 of 22 

Date August 23, 2005 

Reply to Office Action dated May 23, 2005 

submitted that this Amendment does not introduce any new subject matter into the 
application. Reconsideration of the ^caminer^s zejection is requested. 

Claims 4, 6, and 21 stand rejected under 35 U-S.C. §102(e) as being 
anticipated by Brennan et aL Brennan et al discloses a standard static mixer 16, 
v4iere the stadc mixer shroud 20 contains mix elements 26 and a cone-shaped insert 
12. (See column 2, lines 18-22) Claims 4, 6. 21 of the present application recite a 
single piece hollow tubular housing having a first end and a second end for canying 
viscous material dierebetween, and a nozzle-retaining annular shoulder sur&ce 
adjac^ one end of the tubular housing, and a single piece nozzle insert engagable 
with the nozzle-retaining annular shoulder siuface within the tubular housing, where 
the nozzle insert has a non-linear axially extending inner surfitce de&ung a passage 
therethrough with an aperture of reduced dimension a^y acent an oudet end for 
discharging a viscous matoial from the tubular housing through the nozzle insert. 
This specific structural configuration is not anticipated, taught or rendered obvious 
by Bremian et al. The Brennan et al reference does not anticipate, teach» or suggest a 
nozzle retaining annular shoulder surface adjacent one end of the tubular housing, or 
a single piece noz2le insert engagable with tiie nozzle-retaining annular shoulder 
surface within the tubular housing. The Examiner refers to the nozzle^retaixiing 
annular shoulder surface (as receiving insert 12); however this is a conical sui&ce 
(not an annular shoulder sur&ce) fonned at one end of 'die static mixer tube housing 
1 6. See column 2, line 3 of Brennan et aL The cone-shaped insert 12 slides through 
the standard mixer tube 16 and rests against the conical surface fomied adjacent the 
disdiarge end 18 of the tube 16* The static mixer tube 16 of Brennan et al does not 
have a nozzle-retaining annular shoulder for receiving an annular flange of a nozzle 
insert as recited in the claims of the present application^ In &ct, Brennan ct al 
illustrates that the internal mix^ element is received against the annular shoulder of 
Brennan et al, not the insert itself. This teaches away from the configuration as 
claimed in the present application* Therefore, Brennan et al does not anticipate, 
teach, or suggest a static mixer operably insertable within the hollow tubular housing 
for trapping an annular shoulder of the nozzle insert against the nozzle-retaining 
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annular shoulder surface, The cone-shaped insert 12 of Brennan et al rests on the 
inner conical surface of the discharge end 18 of the static mixer tube 16. Claim 6 of 
the present invention recites the static mixer 14 is operably insertable within the 
hollow tubular housing 24 for trapping the annular flange 16b of the single piece 
nozzle insert 16 against fbe nozzle-retaining annular shoulder siir&ce 24d of the 
tubular housing 24. Brennan et al does not anticipate, teach, or suggest tr^ping the 
flange of the insert between tiie mixer element and the noz2le«retainlng annular 
shoulder of the tubular housing as recited in claim 6. Brennan et al does not 
anticipate, teach, or suggest the nozzle insert being an interchangeable insert 
positionable within the second end of the tubular member against the 
nozzle-retaining annular shoulder surface of the static mixer tube as recited in claim 
21 of the present application. Brennan et al only teaches that the cone-shaped insert 
12 rests against the conical sur&ce 1 8 formed in the discharge end of ihe static mixer 
tube 1 6. The static mixer tube 16 does not have a nozzle-retaining aimular shoulder 
and the cone-shaped insert 12 does not have an annular flange to rest thereon. Since 
the cone-shaped insert 12 does not have an anniilar flange, the insert of Brennan et al 
cannot be trapped against an annular shoulder of the static mixer tube 16. In fact, 
Brennan et al teaches away firom an annular flange on the insert 12 and teaches away 
from trapping the annular flange of the insert 12 between the nozzle-retaining annular 
shoulder surface of the tubular housing and the mixer elements as recited in claims 4, 
6, and 21 of the present a^j^Iication. Therefore, reconsideration of the Examiner's 
rejection of claims 4, 6, and 21 as being anticipated by Brennan et al under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 02(e) is reqiiested- 

Claims 4-5, 8-10, 12-17, and 20-22 stand rejected under 35 U.S^C, 
§ 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Miller, This rejection is raised for the first time in 
the office action dated May 23, 2005. Since this rejection is applied to claims that 
have not been amended in the last amendment, the Examiner is requested to 
withdraw the finality of this office action and to issue a new non-final oflSce action to 
allow the applicant suflRcient opportunity to address the new groimds of rgection 
raised for the first time in the last ofSce action. Attemotively. the Examiner is 
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requested to specifically cite the MPEP section relied on to permit withdrawal of a 
final rejection in order to change the ground of rejection from § 102(b) to § 102(e) for 
the Brennan et al reference, while also adding a new ground of rejection based on 
§ 1 02(b) applying the Miller reference, while issuing a final ofBce action on claims 
that have not been amended. In any case, the Miller reference does not anticipate 
teach or suggest the invention as recited in claims 4-5, 8-10, 12-17, and 20-22. In 
particular. Miller states in column 4, line 44-5 1 , that the dispensing needle assembly 
40 includes a hollow cylindrical body 41 preferably formed of metal which Is ffiolded 
within the interior of an outer wing block connector 37 and has a hollow cylindrical 
dispensing tip 42 extending from the body 41 , where the needle body 41 ternunates 
m an outtume d ton end flange 43 which abuts against an end vfOX 44 of tapered male 
luer lock outlet nozzle 4S, (Emphasis added). . Claim 4 of the present ^plication 
requires a single piece tubular nozzle member and a single piece nozzle insert 
engagable with a nozzle-retainir^ annular shoxilder surface within the tubular 
housing, the nozzle insert having a nonlinear axially extending inner surface defining 
a passage therethrough with an aperture of reduced dimension adjacoit the outlet 
This specific structure is not anticipaied, taught or suggested by the Miller reference, 
tskea sii>gularly or in any pennissible combination. In particular, the tube 2 of Miller 
is not single piece, since it requires connector 37. The tube 2 of Miller does not 
include an inwardly extending annular shoulder and/or an inner conical nozzle 
sur&ce for engagement with the nozzle insert as recited in claim 4. The dispensing 
needle assembly 40 of Miller is not a single piece nozzle insert as required by claim 
4. The dispensing needle assembly 40 of Miller does not have an outwardly 
extending flange engagable with the inwardly extending shoulder of the single piece 
tubular memher as recited in claim 4. The dispensing nozzle assembly 40 of Miller 
does not have a conical external surface extending toward a second end as recited in 
claim 4. Claim 5 recites diat the single piece insert has a cylindrical passage portion 
adjacent the second aperture. The Miller reference does not disclose a single piece 
insert with the claimed configuration. Claims 8 and 20 recite diat the single piece 
insert has an inner sur&ce witti an beveled-angular cut adjacent a first end and a 
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cylindrical surface portion extending longitudinally at least partially between the first 
end and a second end of the insert. Claim 9 recites single piece hollow tubular 
housing having a first end and a second end for carrying viscous material 
therebetween, and a nozzle-retaining annular shoulder surface extending radially 
inwardly adjacent one end of the tubular housing* and a slngile piece nozzle insert 
having a radially outwardly exteziding annular flange adjacent a first end, the radially 
oiitwardly extending annular flange ragagable with the nozzle-retaining annular 
shoulder sun&ce within the tubular housing, the nozzle insert for discharging a 
viscous material fix>m the tubular housing through the nozzle insert. This specific 
structural configuration is not anticipated, taught, or rendered obvious by the Miller 
reference. The Miller reference does not anticipate, teach or suggest an annular 
shoulder extending radially inwardly adjacent on end of the single piece hollow 
tubular boxising, and/or a radially outwardly extending^amiidar flange adjacent a first 
end of the single piece nozzle insert engagable witia the annular shoulder. Claim 1 0 
recites that the single piece insert has a cylindrical passage portion extending 
longitudinally adjacent the second apoture of the insert The Miller reference does 
not disclose a single piece insert with the claimed configuration. Claim 12 recites 
that the single piece insert extends beyond the one end of the tubular housing. The 
Miller reference does not disclose a singe piece insert meeting the limitations of the 
claimed configuration. Claim 14 recites a siogle piece tubular member having first 
and second ends, the second end having an internal insert-retaining axmular shoulder 
suifisice, and an axially extending portion of the tubular member inteicozmecting said 
fixst and second ends, and a single piece nozzle insert engageable within the second 
end of the tubular member and having an o;4wardly extending annular flange 
engageable with ihe annular shoulder within the tubular member, the nozzle inseit 
extending outwardly beyond the second end of the tubular member for discharging 
viscous material. This specific structural configuration is not anticipated, taught, or 
rendered obvious by the Miller reference. The Miller refer^ice does not anticipate, 
teach or suggest the single piece tubular member having an internal insert-retaining 
annular shoulder stuface, and/or a outwardly extending annular flange of the single 
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piece nozzle insert engagable vdth the annular shoulder. Claim 15 of the present . 
application recites that the single piece nozzle insert includes an interchangeable tip 
portion insertable into the end of the tubular nozzle member and against the internal 
insert-ietaining surface. The Millier reference does not anticipate, teach, or suggest a 
single piece noy^le insert including an interchangeable tip portion insertable into the 
single piece tubular nozzle member for reasons given in more detaO above. The 
Miller reference teaches in Column 4, lines 44-48, that dispensing needle assembly 
40 includes a cylindrical body 41, and a hollow cylindrical dispensing tip 42 
extending fiom Hie body 41 . Claim 16 recites that die single piece insert has an entry 
point of the passage with an angular surface in communication with a cylindrical 
sur&oe extending along at least a portion of the passage. The dispensing tip 42 of die 
multi-part dispensing nozzle assembly 40 of Miller is not interchangeable as recited 
in claims 21-22. Reconsideration of the Examiner's rejection of claims 4-S, 8-10, 
12-I7» and 20-22 is requested. 

Claims 1-6, 8-18, and 20-22 stand rejected under 35 U.&C. §103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Brennan et al. Miller and Keller et al. The Brennan et al, 
MiUer, and Keller et al references, taken singularly or in any permissible 
combination, do not anticipate, teach, or suggest the present invention as recited in 
claims 1-6, 8-18, and 20-22. Brennan et al. discloses a standard static mixer tube 16, 
whm tiie static mixer shroud 20 contains mix elements 26 and a cone shaped insert 
12. (See column 2, lines 18-22) Claim 1 of the present application recites a single 
piece tubular nozzle member having one end for receiving viscous material for 
passage through the nozzle member, a nozzle tip portion having an inwardly 
extending annular shoulder with an imier conical nozzle surfece ext^iding from the 
annular shoulder toward an opposite end of the nozzle member, and an axiaUy 
extending main body tubular portion intercozuiecting the one end and the nozzle tip 
pordon, the tubular nozzle member having an extemal swface with radiaUy inwardly 
stepped reductions in dimension approaching an end of the nozzle tip portion 
providing guides for selectively cutting variable discharge opening sizes, and a single 
piece nozzle insert having an outwardly extending flange adjacent a first end and a 
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conical external surface extending totvard a second end, where the amxilar flange of 
the nozzle insert is engageable against ^e annular shoulder of llie tubular no^e 
member within the tubular nozzle member proximate the nozzle tip portion of the 
n022:le member and operative for discharging viscous material. This specific 
structural configuration is not anticipated^ taught or rendered obvious by Brennan et 
al, and/or Miller and/or Keller et al, taken singularly or in any permissible 
combination. The addition of Ae Keller et al reference to Brennan et al and/or Miller 
does not overcome 'die deficiencies of the Brennan et al reference previously 
described above in detaiL In particular, the Keller et al reference teaches an 
externally stepped housing, but does not teach a single piece nozzle insert with an 
outwardly extendiz^ flange engagable with an inwardly extending shoulder of the 
single piece tubular nozzle member as recited in claims 1-6, 8*18, and 20-22. 

The Miller refer^ce can not be properly combined with either the 
Brennan et al. reference and/or the Keller et al. reference^ since to do so would 
destroy the teaching of the multi-part housing inherent in the Miller disclosure. 
Miller states in column 4, line 44-51, that the dispensing needle assemblv 40 includes 
a hollow cylindrical body 41 preferably fonned of metal which is molded within the 
interior of an outer wing block connector 37 and has a hollow cylindrical dispensing 
tip 42 extending fiom the body 41, where the needle body 41 temxiriates in an 
outtumed t/tp ftnH flange 43 which abuts against an end wall 44 of tapere d male luer 
lock outlet nozzle 45 . (Emphasis added). In the configuration illustrated by Miller, 
the mixer element 48 is spaced from the top end flange 43 by end wall 44 of nozzle 
45. Therefore, &e Miller reference does not teach or suggest trapping the flange 43 
of an insert (or an insert assembly) against the nozzle-retaining annular shoulder 
sur&ce with the nuxer element as recited in claims 6, II, and 18 of the present 
application. 

Claim 4 of the present application requires a single piece tubular no^e 
member and a single piece nozzle insert engagable with a nozzle-retaining annular 
shoulder sur&ce within the tubular housing, the nozzle insert having a nonlinear 
axially extending inner sur&ce defining a passage therethrougjh with an aperture of 
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reduced dimension adjacent the outlet This specific structure is not anticipated, 
taught or suggested by the Brennan et al references the Keller et al reference^ and/or 
the Miller reference* taken singularly or in any permissible combination. In 
particular) the tube 2 of Miller is zK^t single piece» since it requires connector 37. The 
tube 2 of Miller does not include an inwardly extending annular shoulder and/or an 
inn^ conical nozzle surface for engagement with the nozzle insert as recited in claim 
4. The dispensing needle assembly 40 of Miller is not a single piece nozzle insert as 
required by claim 4. The dispensing needle assembly 40 of Miller does not have an 
outwardly extending flange engagable with the inwardly extending shoulder of ^ 
single piece tubular member as recited in claim 4. The dispensing nozzle assembly 
40 of Miller does not have a conical external surf^ extending toward a second end 
as recited in claim 4. 

The Mill^ reference can not be properly combined with the Keller et 
al. and/or the Brennan et al. references without destroying the teaching of a multi-part 
tube inherent in the Miller reference, and/or without destroymg die inherent teaching 
of Keller et al that no insert is required, and/or widiout destroying the inherent 
teaching of Brezman et al that the insert does not require an annular flange and the 
inherent teaching of Brennan et al that the insert is not trapped between the 
nozzle-retaining axmular shoulder surface and the mixer element as recited in the 
claims of the present applicadoni 

The addition of the Miller reference to the combination of Brennan et 
al in view of Keller et al does not anticipate, teach or suggest a static mixer trapping 
the nozzle insert against the nozzle-retaining annular shoulder siorface as recited in 
claims 6, 11 and 18, since Miller teaches that the end wall 44 ofthe tapered male luer 
locking nozzle is interposed between the flange 43 and the outiet end 50 ofthe 
miving element 48. (See Fig. 4 of MUIer and column 4, lines 48-51 and column 5, 
lines 2-5). 

The dispensmg tip 42 of the multi-part dispensing nozzle assembly 40 
of Miller is not interchangeable as recited in claims 2, 15, and 21-22. Claim 2 recites 
that the single piece nozzle insert includes an interchangeable tip portion insertable 
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into the end of the tubular nozzle member. The Brennan et al, reference docs not 
anticipate, teach or suggest an interchangeable tip portion and/or the tip portion 
extending beyond the end of the tabular nozzle member. The addition of the Keller 
et al, reference does not overcome this deficiency. The Keller et al. reference does 
not anticipate teach or suggest an interchangeable tip portion insertable into the end 
of the tubular nozzle memb^. The addition of the Miller reference does not 
overcome the deficiency of die combination of Bremian et al. and/or Keller et al. The 
\filler reference does not anticipate* teach or suggest a single piece nozzle insert 
including an interchangeable tip portion insertable into the end of die single piece 
tubular nozde member for the reasons given in detail above. Furthemiore, the Miller 
reference can not be properly combined with the Brennan et al. and/or the Keller et 
al, references, since the Miller reference teaches away &om the requirement of a 
single piece tubular nozzle member and diere would be no motivation for those 
skilled in the art to combine Hic references in the manner asserted by the Examiner. 
In addition, the proposed combination can not be properly made, since the 
combination would destroy the teachiz^ of a multi-part tubular nozzle member 
inherent to the disclosure of the Mill^ reference, and/or the inherent teaching that 
inserts are not required in Keller et al, and/or the inherent teaching that inserts do not 
require an ar>i>ii1ar flange to be trapped between nozzle-retaining annular shoulder 
sur&ces and dbie mixer elements as taught by the cone-shaped inserts of Brennan et 
aL 

The Brennan et al reference does not disclose a single piece nozzle 
insert having an outwardly extending annular flange engagable against a 
nozzle-retaining aynniUr should^ of the tubular housing, and/or a static mixer 
operably insertable within tiie hollow tubular housing for trapping the annular 
shoulder of the nozzle insert against the nozzle-retaining annular shoulder surface of 
tiie tubular hou^ng. The Examiner states that it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Keller et al to 
associate stepped reductions witii tiie Brennan tube member, and to further combine 
Miller to associate a flange witii the Brennan et al insert in order to fecilitate 
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securement The addition of the KeUer et al reference to the Brennan et al reference 
does not overcome the deficiencies of Brennan et al as discussed in detail above. The 
Miller reference discloses a tube member 2 including a tip insert 40 having a flange 
43. However, the insert of Miller is a multi-niece dispensing needle assembly 40 
including a hollow cylindrical body 41, a hollow c)iindrical dispensing tip 42, and 
locking connector 37. There is no motivation for combining the multi-piece 
assembly of Miller with a one-piece msert of Brennan et al. The multi-piece insert 
assembly of Miller would not slidably fit within the static mixer tube of Brennan et 
al- The combination of references does not anticipate, teach, or suggest the single 
piece nozzle insert having an annular flange as recited in the claims of the present 
invention. The Miller reference cannot be properly combined with either the 
Brennan et al, reference and/or tihie Keller et al, reference since to do so would 
destroy the teaching of the multi-part housing inherent in the Miller disclosure. The 
combination of Brennan et al, Keller ct al, and/or Miller does not anticipate, teach, or 
suggest a single piece nozzle insert that extends beyond the end of the nozzle tip 
portion of the tubular nozzle member. Miller discloses a multi-piece nozzle insert, 
and also discloses a multi-piece tube. The mixer tube 2 of Miller requires tfie 
attachment of locking connector 37 formed with a tiered upward interior 47 to be 
assembled together for the ttiixer to ftmction according to die disclosure- 
Claim 2 of the present application recites that the smgle piece nozzle 
insert includes an interchangeable tip portion insertable into the end of the tubular 
nozzle member and extends beyond an end of the nozzle tip portion of the tubular 
member. The Brennan et al, reference does not anticipate, teach, or suggest an 
interchangeable tip and/or the tip portion extending beyond an end of the tubular 
nozzle member. The addition of the Keller et al, reference does not overcome this 
deficiency. The Keller et al> reference does not anticipate, teach, or suggest an 
interchangeable tip insertable into the end of the tubular nozzle member. In addition, 
the Miller reference does not overcome the deficiency of Brennan et al, and KeUer et 
al. The Miller reference does not anticipate, teach, or suggest a single piece nozzle 
insCTt including an interchangeable tip portion insertable into the single piece mbular 


PAGE 20fi4 ^ RCVD AT mi»4:31:11 PM [Eastern Daylight r^^^ 


" AUG. 23. 2005 3:59PM YOUNG & BASILE 


NO. 601 P. 21 


AppUcatiOtt SJ^^, 10/023,333 
Date AngPSt 23, 2005 

Reply to Office Action dated May 23, 2005 

nozzle member for reasons given in more detail above. Furthermore, the Miller 
lefeieooe cannot be properly combined with Brerman et al, and/or the Keller et al, 
references since tilie Miller reference teaches away from the reqxJdrement of a single 
piece tubular nozzle member and there would be no motivation for those skilled in 
the art to combine the referees in this way. In addition, the proposed combination 
cannot be properly made, since the combination would destroy the multi-part tubular 
nozzle member inherent in the disclosure in the Miller reference. Even if, as 
su^ested by &e Examiner, the Brennan et al reference discloses a ^'single piece" 
insert, the Miller reference fails to teach an annular flange on a single piece insert and 
having a conical surface as recited in the present daims. The Miller reference 
teaches in Column 4, Unes 44-48, that dispensing needle assembly 40 includes a 
cylindrical body 41 , and a hollow cvlindricM dispensing tip 42 extending from the 
body 41. 

Claim 3 recites that the single piece insert has an inner surface entry 
point with an angular cut funnel shaped surface portion and a cylindrical sur&ce 
pordon. The Br^man et al referrace does not anticipate, teac^ or suggest this 
specifrc structural configuration> since it only discloses a conical inner surface. The 
addition of Keller et al does not overcome this deficiency, since Keller does not 
disclose the use of any insert. The further addition of Miller does not overcome the 
deficiency of the combination of Brennan et al and/or Keller et al, since MiUer does 
not ^sclose a single piece insert with the claimed configuration. There is no 
tftartl^ing or Suggestion of combining the references as suggest by ^ Exan^er, 
except for the disclosure of the present invention itself. 

Claim S recites that the single piece insert has a cylindrical passage 
pordon acQacent the second ap^ture. The Brennan et al reference does not anticipate, 
teach or suggest this ^ecific structural configuration, since it only discloses a conical 
inner surface. The addition of Keller et al does not overcome this deficiency, since 
Keller does not disclose the use of any insert. The finther addition of Miller does not 
overcome the deficiency of the combination of Brennan et al and/or Keller et al, since 
Miller does not disclose a sizzle piece insert with the claimed cotkfiguration. There is 
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no teaching or suggestion of combining the references as suggest by the Examiner, 
except for the disclosure of the present invention itself. 

Claims 8, 13 and 20 recite that ttie single piece insert has an inner 
surface wifli an bcveled-angular cut adjacent a firsf end and a cylindrical surface 
portion extending longitudinally at least partially between the first end and a second 
end of Use insert. The Brennan et al reference does not anticipate, teach or suggest 
this specific structural configuration, smce it only discloses a conical inner surface. 
The addition of Keller et al does not overcome this deficiency, since Keller does not 
disclose the use of aiiy insert The fiuther addition of Miller does not overcome the 
deficiency of the combination of Brennan et al and^or Keller et al, since Miller does 
not disclose a single piece insert with claimed configuration. There is no teaching or 
suggestion of combining the references as suggest by the Examiner, except for the 
disclosure of the present invention itself. 

Claim 10 recites that the single piece insert has a cylindrical passage 
portion extending longitu^nally adjacent the second aperture of the insert. The 
Brennan et al refeience does not anticipate, teach or suggest this specific structural 
configuration, since it only discloses a conical inner surface. . The addition of Keller 
et al does not overcome this deficiency, since Keller does not disclose the use of any 
insert. The further addition of Mill» does not overcome tfie deficiency of the 
combination of Brennan et al and/or Keller et al, since Miller does not disclose a 
single piece insert with claimed configuration. There is no teaching or suggestion of 
combining the lefeitsxices as suggest by the Examiner, except for flie disclosure of the 
present invention itself. 

Claitns 12 and 14 recite that the single piece insert extends beyond the 
one end of the tubular housing. The Brennan et al reference does not anticipate, 
teach or suggest this specific structural configuration, since it only discloses a cone- 
shaped within the end of the static mixer tube. The addition of Keller et al does not 
overcome this deficiency, since Keller does not disclose the use of any insert. The 
further addition of Miller does not overcome the deficiency of the combination of 
Brennan et al and/or Keller et al, since Miller does not disclose a singe piece insert 
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meeting the limitations of tiie claimed configuration. There is no teaching or 
suggestion of combining the references as suggest by the Examiner, except for the 
disclosure of ihc present invention itself. 

Claim 16 recites ibat ^ single piece insert has an entry point of the 
passage wiiii an angular sxirface in communication with a cjdindrical surface 
extendi!^ along at least a portion of the passage. The Brennan et al reference does 
not anticipate, teach or suggest this specific structural configuration^ since it only 
discloses a conical imer surfoce. The addition of Keller et al does not overcome this 
deficiency, shice Keller does not disclose the use of any insert. The furth^ addition 
of Miller does not overcome the deficiency of the combination of Brennan et al 
and/or Keller et al, since Miller does not disclose a single piece insert meeting the 
limitations of the claimed configuration. There is no teaching or suggestion of 
combining the references as suggest by the Examiner, exc^ for the disclosure of the 
present invention itself. 

The amendment does not raise any new issues requiring further 
consideration and/or search. The amendment does not raise the issue of new matter, 
since these recitations are shown in Figures 8 and 9 as originally filed.. The 
amendment places the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or 
simplifying the issues for appeal. The amendment does not present additional claims 
without cancellmg a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. This 
amendment could not have been earliCT presented, since the Examiner had not 
previously objected to the temis being rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, 
so tibis is Applicant's attorney's first opportunity to address the Examiner's rejection 
based on this rejection. 

It is respectfully submitted that this Amendment traverses and 
overcomes all of the Examiner's objections and rejections to the application as 
originally filed. It is further submitted that this Amendment has antecedent basis in 
the application as originally filed, including the specification, claims and drawings, 
and that this Amendment does not add any new subject matter to the application. 
Reconsideration of the application as amended is requested. It is respectfully 
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submitted this Amendment places the application in suitable condition for 
allowance: notice of vhich is requested. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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